quality assessors, stratification or regression on possible predictors of study results
Assessment of heterogeneity 6
Description of statistical methods (e.g. complete description of fixed or random effects models, justification of whether the chosen models account for predictors of study results, dose-response models, or cumulative meta-analysis) in sufficient detail to be replicated
5-6
Provision of appropriate tables and graphics Supplementary files
Reporting of results should include
Graphic summarizing individual study estimates and overall estimate 27-53 Table giving descriptive information for each study included
17-22
Results of sensitivity testing (e.g. subgroup analysis) 7-9
Indication of statistical uncertainty of findings 7-9 By CI's and I 2
Reporting of discussion should include
Quantitative assessment of bias (e.g. publication bias) 8, 
Reporting of conclusions should include
Consideration of alternative explanations for observed results
10
Generalization of the conclusions (i.e. appropriate for the data presented and within the domain of the literature review) 
Definition of dairy products as described in the papers of 18 prospective cohort studies included in the meta-analyses (in alphabetical order)

